Core I: Analysis of an Argument
Assignment Guidelines

Folder due: 2/8/05
Objectives:

· to develop a better understanding of a text and its ability to present explicit and implicit arguments to its intended audience

· to identify and analyze the components of the argument

· to discover the assumptions/implications of the argument

· to select and arrange details appropriate to your analysis

· to direct your essay toward a specific argument of its own

Assignment:
Write a 3-4 page essay that closely examines Martin Luther King, Jr.’s “I Have a Dream” speech. Your essay should analyze
· the author’s call to write

· the author’s claim, grounds, and warrants/assumptions
· the author’s use of logos, pathos, and ethos

· the author’s insights and/or overgeneralizations
· the author’s psychology (attitude, values, and beliefs)
· the author’s language choices

Your essay should make an argument of its own about the text (it is/is not persuasive); however, your essay should not argue the content of the text. Integrate specific references to the text to support your thesis statement. Your thesis statement should be your claim about the text. Use the argument and writing terms—such as style, tone, claim, and assumptions—we have learned in class in your analysis.
Steps:

1. Read the text once, just reading.

2. Read the text again and annotate it while keeping the prewriting questions in mind.

3. Answer the prewriting questions.

4. Write a rough draft of your essay. Make sure to include a thesis statement.

5. Revise rough draft.

6. Write final draft.

7. Submit prewriting answers, rough draft, final draft, and Core I rubric in a two-pocket folder.
Format:

· MLA format

· 3-4 pages

· Include a title

· Include a thesis statement

· Make sure your name, class, and section number are clearly written on the front of your folder

Prewriting Questions to Consider
The answers to these should be 1-2 typed pages in length. Include them in your Core I folder.

1. What do you think the author’s call to write was?

2. What do you think the author wants his or her audience to think or do?

3. What is the author’s claim—his or her thesis?

4. Do you think the author is persuasive?

5. What grounds (reasons, examples, and/or evidence) does the author give to back up his or her claim?

6. What is the most persuasive part and why?

7. What is the least persuasive part and why?

8. What do you think the author assumes about his or her audience?

9. How does the reading make you feel? Surprised, disturbed, annoyed, thoughtful?

10. What other things (TV shows, books, articles, current events, people, past experiences, commercials, songs, class lectures) does this reading make you think about?

11. Do you think the author’s point is a valid one or not?

12. Do you like the author’s voice (the sound of his or her personality)?

13. What do you think about the author’s tone (the attitude the author takes toward his or her audience)?

14. What do the author’s language choices tell you about him and his relationship with his audience?

Composition Grading Rubric ENC 1102

Core One—Analysis of an Essay
Name_________________________________

	Score


	Content /Organization
refers to topic; thesis; order and focus of ideas; integrated and documented support; acknowledges author’s argument structure 

20
	Diction 

refers to using words appropriate to the audience and purpose; choosing words for deliberate effect

20
	Sentence structure refers to positioning and varying sentence length and rhythm to create a deliberate effect; fragments are a rhetorical choice

20
	Research and Documentation

Refers to the synthesis and integration of varied and credible research; uses current MLA (or other) citation style; avoids plagiarism

20
	Grammar/ mechanics 

refers to spelling, word usage, grammar, punctuation, and ability to proofread

20

	Outstanding

19-20/20
	Well-defined, evaluative thesis; insightful, objective explanation of author’s ideas with support from the text; consistent focus and graceful transitions
	Compelling word choice, demonstrating insightful use of figurative language; objective voice predominates
	Sentences are carefully formed and positioned with attention to emphasis, rhythm and pace to engage the reader
	Meaningful integration of varied and credible research; mastery of paraphrasing, summarizing, and quoting from sources; correct documentation style
	Demonstrates mastery of grammar, creating compelling prose; few to no errors

	Strong

16-18/20
	Clear, mainly objective analysis of author’s  argument using related support from the text; logical progression of ideas; smooth transitions
	Specific word choice including metaphor and analogy
	Sentences show variety in length, pattern, and rhythm
	Clear integration of varied research using correct documentation 
	Demonstrates understanding of most grammar; spell check errors remain

	Satisfactory

14-15/20
	Conventional analysis and related support; unbalanced evaluation of author’s argument; student argues with the text; adequate transitions
	Conventional word choice; voice wavers between argumentative and objective 
	Sentences show some variation in pattern and are linked with appropriate transitions
	Integrates conventional arguments as support; documentation has few errors
	Occasional errors in sentence structure, verb agreement, pronoun reference, spelling and punctuation 

	Limited

12-13/20
	Analysis unclear or lacking insight; inconsistent organization; openly argues with the text; transitions do not connect ideas
	Vague, ordinary word choice with clichés and jargon
	Simple sentences are frequent with occasional fused sentences and fragments
	Weak integration of research; no or little attention to other perspectives; multiple errors in documentation 
	Frequent errors in sentence structure, verb agreement, pronoun reference, spelling and punctuation

	Flawed

0-11/20
	No identifiable analysis; no meaningful discussion of text; argumentative voice predominates; no control of organization and/or transitions
	Word choice doesn’t fit audience or purpose
	Awkward and unclear sentences; little variety; frequent run-ons and fragments
	Poor use of documentation; questionable plagiarism; no attention to research
	Continuous errors in sentence structure, verb agreement, pronoun reference, spelling and punctuation


